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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 09/15/2008 with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-5 and 13-17 under 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Consolatti et al (US Patent 6289363). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 13-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weber et al (US Patent 5,564,005 hereinafter, "Weber") in view of Consolatti et al (US 
Patent 6289363). 

• Weber teaches a method for dynamically creating and delivering interactive 
personalized content in an electronic environment, comprising: (correlates to 
user information/personalized Abstract lines 1-7), (storage medium/computer 
readable medium storing, Weber Claim 1), (computer program/code for 
executing Col. 9 lines 43-46). 
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• providing a narrative framework (time zone, Abstract); sequencing and editing 
the narrative framework, based upon a profile of a user (i.e. usage patterns, Col. 
27 lines 28-32), to create a dynamically generated narrative (Abstract, Col 9 line 
48); 

• modifying (i.e. manipulating) the dynamically generated narrative (i.e. display 
objects), (Col. 27 lines 50-53) based upon a delivery context (Col. 16 lines 49- 
58); and rendering the modified narrative for presentation of a user (Weber Claim 
1 1 , Abstract); 

• Weber does not explicitly show providing a narrative framework which comprises 
content elements, each content element comprising a plurality of types of 
representations having different media characteristics, and the content elements 
facilitating modification based upon a delivery content but does provides a 
system comprised of a time zone (i.e. dynamically generated narrative) into 
which the system user may enter information. 

• Consolatti discloses invention provides a part or framework 
usable in a power tool environment which enables individual 
scenes within a multimedia story being created (i.e. 
personalized) to be linked directly to parts or applications 
external to the multimedia story such that processing can 
jump directly from a scene to an external application or 
part, wherein each scene may include content such as text, 
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graphics, animation, video clips, music, etc., and/or one or 
more "hot spots" through which the end user may interact 
with the scene. 

• It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the mulitimedia created story content as taught by Consolatti with the 
narrative framework system of Weber to efficiently and effectively customize and 
personalize distributed media. 

Claim 13 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

With respect to claim 2 

• Weber teaches a method comprising updating (i.e. modifications to) the user 
profile based on a user interaction history (i.e. recalling memories). (Col 4 lines 
40-44). 

Claim 14 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

With respect to claim 3 

• Weber teaches a method in which the user profile is created by gathering data 
from the user, analyzing a history of the user, monitoring data related to the user, 
and detecting patterns and trends of the user, (recalling memories/history, 
pattern, trends Col 4 40-44, compare/analyzing, determining/detecting Col 9 lines 
29-32). 
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Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 3 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 4 

• Weber teaches a method in which the delivery context comprises a display area 
(Col 15 lines 8-11). 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
With respect to claim 5 

• Weber teaches a method in which the delivery context comprises a network 
connection (Col 15 lines 50-56). 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 5 and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

With respect to claim 6 

• Weber teaches a method in which the narrative framework further comprises 
content elements, each content element comprising a plurality of types of 
representations having different media characteristics, facilitating modification 
based upon delivery context (manipulation/modification, pixels, symbols, 
numbers/media characteristics Col 9 19-26). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to BRANDON PARKER whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1302. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 730- 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Brandon Parker 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2178 



